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ABSTRACT
The Proud Boys are a right-wing political organization set in opposition to
immigration, political correctness, multiculturalism, and feminism. The group has
been active in public right-wing demonstrations and counter-protests, and were
present at both the Unite the Right rally in Charlottesville as well as the January
6th Insurrection. After public acknowledgement from their symbolic figurehead,
former president Donald Trump, the group saw an increase in both membership
and media attention.
This research paper seeks to compile various pieces of data concerning the
Proud Boys to create an accurate and well-rounded picture of the organization.
This data consists of political science research, news articles, and material
created by members of the Proud Boys in order to investigate the claim that the
group is a danger to both public safety and discourse.
The group’s reputation for violence is earned. Their members have been
brought up on assault charges in numerous cases, thanks in part to the aggressive
rhetoric and goals of prominent Proud Boys. Additionally, two conditions for full
group membership involve acts of violence– both enduring and perpetrating it.
The Proud Boys are also a political danger. Their tenets are largely crypto-facistic
in nature. While they allow non-whites into the group, the Proud Boys provide an
effective starting point for their members to branch out into more overtly-racist
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organizations and hate groups. As such, this paper argues that the Proud Boys are
an insidious threat that, despite their public image, supports political violence
and fascist ideologies.

vi

I. Introduction
On the 17th of June, 2016, a 19-year-old White supremacist by the name of
Dylann Roof fatally shot nine Black attendees of Emanuel African Methodist
Church, located in Charleston, South Carolina. The shooting was motivated by
Roof’s racist views. The gunman cited false Black-on-White crime statistics in his
manifesto which radicalized him to undertake the shooting. These erroneous
reports found their way to Roof via extremist right-wing websites (Nacos et al.,
2020). In 2019, a shooting at a mosque in Christchurch, New Zealand, claimed the
lives of 49 of its attendees. The gunman, Brenton Tarrant, expressed his own
White supremacist views in a manifesto posted to Twitter and 8chan, an online
forum site noted for its far-right discourse (The New York Times, 2019). While the
shooting was committed in New Zealand, Tarrant explained that his use of guns
was a purposeful measure in order to incite civil conflict in the United States
related to the issue of the Second Amendment (The New York Times, 2019).
Notably, the murderer identified himself as a fascist, writing that “for once, the
person that will be called a fascist, is an actual fascist” (The New York Times,
2019, para. 24).
The next year saw 17-year-old Kyle Rittenhouse fatally shoot two protestors,
injuring a third, at a protest against racial injustice in Kenosha, Wisconsin (Aleem,
2021). The shooting was carried out with an illegally-obtained “military-style
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rifle” after Rittenhouse falsely claimed to be a medic (Aleem, 2021, para. 2).
During his trial proceedings, Rittenhouse was charged with recklessly
endangering safety, homicide, and attempted homicide, charges which he was
later acquitted of, citing self-defense (Aleem, 2021). On January 6, 2021, a mob of
right-wing protesters laid siege to the Capitol building in Washington D.C. What
began as a riot turned into an attempt to overturn the electoral college decision
to vote Joe Biden into office rather than incumbent, Donald Trump (Broadwater
& Feuer, 2021). Trump himself was shown to have helped incite the incident. The
former president was holding a pro-Trump rally not far from where the electoral
college was finalizing its decision and directed the supporting crowd toward the
capitol building where the riot was already beginning (Leatherby et al., 2021). In
the riot-turned-attempted-insurrection, the Capitol building was breached and
briefly held by the mob leading to the deaths of five people (Leatherby et al.,
2021). The period of Trump’s presidency certainly saw its share of politicized
violence.
President Trump employed inflammatory rhetoric both during his presidency
and in the years leading up to it. From the end of 2011 till 2015, Trump tweeted
116 times encouraging the “birther” conspiracy, which posited then-president
Barack was not born in the United States and is a Muslim, rather than a Christian
(Nacos et al., 2020). Apart from former President Obama, Trump also targeted
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Muslims in general in his tweets, stating on numerous occasions, without proof,
that New Jersey-based Muslim communities were actively celebrating the 9/11
terror attacks (Nacos et al., 2020).
According to political scientist Brigitte L. Nacos (2020), instances of school
bullying increased in direct relation to Donald Trump’s divisive rhetoric. The
youth perpetrators often parroted divisive Trumpian terms and cited his policies
as a means of harassing students, especially those who belong to groups vilified
by Trump (Nacos, Shapiro & Bloch-Elkon, 2020). During the former president’s
run for office, he was widely supported by aggrieved American Whites. According
to Tehama Bunyasi, Trump was particularly supported by Whites who believe
that African Americans have an easier time getting hired, who think that they are
socially disadvantaged by their Whiteness, and who view the systems of racial
oppression in America as not being helpful to American Whites (Bunyasi, 2016).
Aside from the unproven, though still hotly discussed, connection between
Trump’s presidency and instances of politicized violence, particularly right-wing
violence, one other factor was certainly on the rise during the Trump
Administration: membership among the Proud Boys (Southern Poverty Law
Center, n.d.).
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Origins
The Proud Boys, at least in its initial conception by founder Gavin McInnes,
was not intended to be a political activist group. The nascent idea for the group
formed in the early episodes of The Gavin McInnes Show, an online broadcast
show under the “...crass and conservative entertainment company
CompoundMedia” (Tynes, 2021, para. 3). During the show’s existence, “one of
the running gags/projects was to get one of the producers… laid” (Tynes, 2021,
para. 12). According to McInnes himself, he “started the club because a producer
from an old comedy vidcast was a 24-year old-virgin who refused to quit porn. It
could have been called the “‘getting Ben laid’ club” (Tynes, 2021, para. 3). This
collective effort on the part of the creators of The Gavin McInnes Show was
necessitated by the idea that Ben had become “emblematic of why American
men were pathetic — they were nerdy, unmotivated, and not persistently in
search of sex. They had had the ‘man’ sucked out of them, thanks to ‘feminism’
and ‘PC culture’” (Tynes, 2021, para. 12). Despite its innocuous, fraternity-like
antics, The Gavin McInnes Show has, in fact, had a political bent from its
inception.
On the earliest guest appearances, taking place in 2015, McInnes hosted such
personalities as “...far right Rebel Media founder Ezra Levant, far right political
commentator and former Breitbart editor Milo Yiannopoulos, pro-Confederacy
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African American H.K Edgarton… and far right/conservative political
commentator Ben Shapiro” (Tynes, 2021, para. 49). Despite guest appearances
by two mostly apolitical guests in the form of adult film star Mercedes Carrera
and Galen Baughman, an advocate for the rights of sex offenders, there was a
decided bias towards right-wing speakers and personalities on the show (Tynes,
2021). The next year, McInnes’ suite of guests included “...appearances by the
pro-Trump African American female personalities Diamond & Silk; British far right
activist Jack Buckby; Canadian alt right, White nationalist Lauren Southern;
antifeminist, South African-born Theryn Meyer; and British far right and antiIslam activist Tommy Robinson” (Tyne, 2021, para. 49). This list makes it easy to
conclude that the mass presence of right-wing commentators and activists in the
show’s first year were not accidental. Indeed, the show has been described as
“...right-aligned, political commentary often masked as ‘just good fun’
discriminatory humor” (Tynes, 2021, para. 3). In other words, the show was a
comfortable environment in which to joke around and be as bigoted as one
desired. Gavin McInnes in particular “... saw himself as a hipster, huckster,
hacker, stirring it up for his virtual community,” not unlike his antics during the
early years of Vice (Tynes, 2021, para. 3).
The effect of this heavy right-wing bias was the creation of something akin to
an echo chamber: “...a discursive space that only has far right opinions” with
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“...no room for critical debate” (Tynes, 2021, para. 49). Despite the fact that
McInnes appears to make an attempt at discourse by taking on an argumentative
tone and addressing an “...unseen leftist audience…,” the reality of The Gavin
McInnes Show is that there was no room for differing viewpoints. Given the
conceit of the show and McInnes’ choice of guests, what had formed was a space
wherein discussion was “...closed, circulating and recirculating opinions that only
reinforce[d] confirmation bias” (Tynes, 2021, para. 49). This is the environment
that created the precursor to the Proud Boys.
The group that would later become the Proud Boys had in fact grown from
the fanbase of the show. In 2016, the fan club began meeting in an unofficial
capacity at New York dive bars. In July of the same year, McInnes began the first
face-to-face meeting of the Proud Boys (Tynes, 2021). The early days of the group
are described thusly by its founder:
What began as a few fans in a bar across the street from the studio singing
“Proud of Your Boy” and laughing at the reparations videos of Gazi Kodzo
soon became a bona fide men’s club with rituals, traditions, and even its
own in-house court called “The Sharia.” (Tynes, 2021, para. 12)
During these early meetings, a common practice-turned-requirement was for
members to read aloud passages from Death of the West, a novel by noted
propagandist and White nationalist Pat Buchannan. The book, according to
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Samantha Kutner, reinforces ideas of “...immigrant invasion…,” which is used to
stoke fears of replacement for Western Whites (Kutner, 2020, p. 21). Later, in
September of 2016, an article was published announcing the official formation of
the Proud Boys. The article reached the public via the right-wing website, Taki’s
Magazine, of which noted White nationalist and founder of the Alt-Right, Richard
Spencer, was the lead editor (Vitolo-Haddad, 2019; Kutner, 2020; McInnes,
2016). The announcement allowed McInnes to advertise his group as a place for
“drinking, fighting,” and, as previously mentioned, “...reading aloud from Pat
Buchanan’s Death of the West” (Vitolo-Haddad, 2019, p. 286). With this sales
pitch was also included the thirteen founding principles of the group, which are:
“...minimal government, maximum freedom, anti-political correctness, anti-drug
war, anti-masturbation, closed borders, anti-racial guilt, anti-racism, pro-free
speech, pro-gun rights, glorifying the entrepreneur, venerating the housewife,
and reinstating a spirit of Western chauvinism” (Vitolo-Haddad, 2019, p. 286).
The core tenets of the Proud Boys reflect their public image as libertarian,
antigovernment, male-domininated, and nationalistic (Vitolo-Haddad).
Proud Boys at a Glance
The Proud Boys are made up of chapters formed in the United States and
Canada as well as a smaller number of international chapters outside of North
America (Public Safety Canada, 2021; Kenes, 2021; McBain, 2020). It is difficult to
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guess how many members the Proud Boys recognize, and this is primarily due to
their chapters’ autonomy and “loose organizational structure” (Kenes, 2021, p.
8). Reported estimates hold that their membership is in the thousands, with
figures ranging from “...several hundred up to 6,000” (Kenes, 2021, p. 8). The
current leader of the Proud Boys, Henry “Enrique” Tarrio, offered a figure over
8,000, but this is likely an overestimate, given the fracturing and infighting that
has plagued the group in recent years (Kutner, 2020). In Kitts’ (2020) work,
“Proud Boys, Nationalism, and Religion,” Gavin McInnes conceives of the Proud
Boys an organization that stands for unrestricted speech, lighter drug regulations,
the Trump administration, and restriction of abortion. According to McInnes, the
organization is placed in opposition to Nazism, Islam, and feminism (Kitts 2020).
The organization takes the name “Proud Boys” from the Disney musical Aladdin;
specifically, the song titled “Proud of your Boy” (Sommer, 2017; DeCook, 2018).
Their founding organizational belief is that “The West is the Best,” and
membership requires a personal identification with the label of “Western
Chauvinist” (Kutner 2020).
In general, the group looks particularly favorably upon heterosexuality,
assuming the woman is placed beneath the man, but also welcomes gay
members. Additionally, members hailing from non-White ethnic backgrounds are
also welcome within the organization, but they must first “...acknowledge that
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Whiteness is not the problem in modern society and that Western civilization is
superior to all others” (DeCook, 2018, p. 488). Though inclusive, as far as far-right
political groups are concerned, the way that the Proud Boys honor Western
civilization tends to be “...distinctly hostile to multiculturalism, particularly to
sharing the label of Western civilization with Jews and Muslims” (Kitts, 2020, p.
3).
Members of the Proud Boys “...yearn for an era when, as founder Gavin
McInnes puts it, ‘men were men and girls were girls,’ which is to say the prefeminist era of the 1950s and the nuclear family” (Kitts, 2020, p. 2). This
resistance to modern conceptions of gender roles can be best explained as a
reaction by young men who see themselves as losing power and their cultural
role in the wake of feminism. In his work Angry White Men: American Masculinity
at the End of an Era, Kimmel posits that there is a feeling among men of having
no place in society, and that their social power has been interrupted by modernday progressives (Kimmel, 2013). What is seen in reaction to these socio-cultural
changes is a desire to escape to a time when White men had the most social
power (Kimmel, 2013).
In fact, Margo Kitts goes as far as to state that both Muslims and Jews, as well
as Feminists, are “...explicit cultural foes…” of the Proud Boys (Kitts, 2020, p. 2).
The group also clashes with the decentralized, anarchist, anti-fascist group known
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as Antifa, whom the Proud Boys consider to be the opposing force in their own
culture war (McBain 2020). An organizational hero figure, of sorts, comes in the
form of Donald Trump, seen in the Proud Boys championing of his 2016 election
motto “Make America Great Again” (Kitts 2020). Trump also named the group in
one of the debates leading up to the 2020 presidential election, telling members
of the Proud Boys to “stand back and stand by” (Quinn, 2020, para. 7). According
to Margo Kitts, the Proud Boys are primarily “...anti-Semetic and Islamophobic,
proclaiming the superiority of White Western civilization, conceived as male”
despite having a “...fairly limited awareness of what Western civilization is and
how it was built” (Kitts, 2020, p. 4). Indeed, the Proud Boys are not an
organization known for their members’ academic achievement. Despite their
worship of a romanticized past, the group does not boast any historians, religious
or otherwise.
In terms of specific political affiliation, the beliefs of members range widely
within the far-right political space:
Proud Boys are a mixed bag of titles and slogans, ranging from Incels (involuntary
celibates), who rage against women’s liberation and their own lack of sexual
opportunity, to Catholic Proud Boys, who fashion themselves white knights
defending conservative Catholic social teachings. There are some too who
identify with Odinists and Asatru, although with a limited awareness of how
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broad or historically deep those affiliations can be. In the same vein, some tout
neo-Nazi and skinhead symbols, replete with hand gestures such as the OK sign,
but indicating not OK, but rather, with three fingers up, KKK, for the Ku Klux Klan.
(Kitts 2020)
Indeed, the Proud Boys do not have a single unifying ideology or “overt
manifesto” that each member adheres to, as researcher Jacob Davies of the
Institute for Strategic Thought puts it (McBain, 2020, para. 3). Rather, the idea of
the Proud Boys is to bring together a collective of like-minded– or mostly likeminded– men in order to forge fraternal bonds and demonstrate against leftwing groups (Kitts, 2020). In fact, according to Davies, the Proud Boys are not
defined by a unity in their theoretical political views, but are set apart from other
far-right organizations in the way they organize and conduct themselves publicly
(McBain, 2020). The group’s “...proclivity to violence and their consistent

presence as a counter-movement to left-wing protests” is the most relevant
aspect of the Proud Boys (Kitts, 2020, para. 3).
Group Structure

The initial step in joining the Proud Boys is recording oneself stating the
Proud Boys official motto: “I am a Proud Western Chauvinist who refuses to
apologize for creating the modern world” (Kutner, 2020, p. 15). According to
Kitts, the specification of the word boy is the most important part, as the
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organization is focused on the recruitment of male members (Kitts, 2020). Upon
stating the motto publicly, the initiate is an official Proud Boy of the lowest rank,
something akin to the rank of private in the army.
In order to attain membership into the second tier, a Proud Boy must submit
to a physical beating by up to five other members until the initiate has called out
the brand name of five breakfast cereals. Despite the fact that the specific
naming of breakfast cereals seems arbitrary and ridiculous, the beating ritual
does have a purported purpose within the organization, according to founder
Gavin McInnes:
[T]his is all to train for better ‘adrenaline control.’ Both physical fighting
and arguing require you to maintain your composure and not get petty.
. . . Defending the West against the people who want to shut it down is
like remembering cereals as you’re being bombarded with ten fists.
(Kitts 2020)
The supposed necessity to endure physical violence at the hands of other
members is one feature of the proud boys that more resembles the activities of
gangs rather than that of a fraternity. In addition to the beating, a Proud Boy is
required to give up both pornography and masturbation in order to progress to
the third rank. The Proud Boys justify this measure by claiming that masturbation
contributes to a sense of social isolation and is a detriment to the two main goals
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of the group: “the pursuit of ideal relationships with a significant female other
and enhancement of one’s sense of belonging” within the group (Kitts, 2020, p.
6). Supposedly, the pleasure a member formally received from masturbation is
meant to be replaced by positive feelings of camaraderie between fellow
members (Kitts, 2020).
The next levels of membership, as one might assume, require greater sacrifice
and loyalty to the group. The third tier of membership requires the initiate to get
a Proud Boys tattoo (Kitts, 2020). There is some level of variance as far as motifs
and designs are concerned, with roosters appearing on a few third-tier members’
bodies. Most commonly seen are simply the words, “Proud Boy,” marked into the
forearm or chest area of the initiate (Kitts, 2020). Having shown their loyalty to
the group in the permanent marking of one's body, a third-tier member of the
Proud Boys has only one level yet to accomplish before attaining the highest
rank.
In order to receive the fourth and highest rank within the Proud Boys, the
initiate must, as founder Gavin McInnes puts it, “serve the cause” in a particularly
physical, violent manner (Kitts, 2020, p. 6). This service comes in the form of
participating in “...a physical brawl with the far-left and anarchist antifascist
movement” better known as Antifa (Kitts, 2020, p. 6). Advancement-motivated
attacks are not limited to far-left protestors, it seems. In June of 2017, Proud

13

Boys member, Geoffrey Young, began an altercation with a Muslim woman which
escalated into an attack. Young was witnessed beating and choking the woman. A
post to Young’s facebook after the event saw him boasting of “bashing that
terrorist breeder” and his online biography section was ammended to include
Young’s new fourth-degree status within the Proud Boys (Offenhartz 2018, para.
8). The next year, Young was arrested and charged with assault and rioting in
connection with another Proud Boys-related brawl (Offenhartz, 2018). Despite
McInnes’ purported intention for the fourth degree to require a member to
defend themselves, the effect of the fourth degree has led members of the Proud
Boys to lash out at anyone they perceive as an enemy. In December of 2018, the
Proud Boys’ founder stated that he was “...done with violence,” but his
foundational rhetoric and conduct, which includes a quote from McInnes
claiming that “...fighting solves everything,'' have already affected the
development of his one-time drinking club (Kitts, 2020, p. 6).
Violence
Gavin McInnes has been a vocal proponent of violence as a means of political
action. He has said “I want violence, I want punching in the face. I’m disappointed
in Trump supporters for not punching enough,” McInnes said in an April of 2016
interview (Kenes, 2021, p. 19). In June of the same year, McInnes vowed: “we will
kill you” and that “that’s the Proud Boys in a nutshell. … we will assassinate you”

14

(Kenes, 2021, p. 19). In a video on The Rebel Media political news site, McInnes
attempted to directly encourage acts of violence against the anti-fascist
movement known as Antifa, whom the Proud Boys often clash with in public
demonstrations. The founder described the Proud Boys as being “...the only ones
fighting” Antifa (McBain, 2020, para. 7). Expanding on this point, McInnes told
viewers “I want you to fight them too” and described committing acts of violence
against Antifa members as “fun” (McBain, 2020, para. 7). He advised that “when
[Antifa] go low, go lower. Mace them back, throw bricks at their head. Destroy
them. We’ve been doing it a while now and I’ve got to say, it’s really invigorating”
(McBain, 2020, para. 7). It is fair to say that McInnes supports violence if it suits
the goals of the Proud Boys. Moreover, the founders' own words show that
violence is a concept inherent to the Proud Boys’ philosophy.
Later the next year, McInnes provided his own justification for adopting
violent measures in political demonstration. He wrote that the political right “...
isn’t violent” and that “...the left is,” and by “...allowing these sociopaths to shut
down free speech with violence you are all but demanding a war. Okay, fine, you
got it. It’s official. This is a war” (McInnes, 2017, para. 5). Here McInnes attempts
to shift the focus from the violent actions committed by Proud Boys in favor of
condemning the undemocratic actions of Antifa and other left-wing movements.
In addition, McInnes has said multiple times that the Proud Boys “...don’t start
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fights, we finish them,” which is a very clever way to depict the organization as
being one that is focused on self-defense, even if that defense comes in the form
of escalating violence and proactive attacks on political opponents (Kutner, 2020,
p. 6).
The seemingly defensive stance that McInnes insists is part of the Proud Boys
operations is refuted by Oren Segal, the lead of the Antidefamation League’s
Center on Extremism. According to Segal, the Proud Boys intentionally provoke
conflict with their demonstrations. Their goal in this is “...purely to attract
counter protesters, with the understanding that provoking any counter
protesters can feed a victimization narrative” (Coaston, 2018, para. 31). Once
they have provoked a reaction from left-wingers, “Proud Boys are able to say,
‘see, they are trying to silence us and stop our freedom of speech,’” (Coaston,
2018, para. 31). McInnes and the Proud Boys shift the blame from themselves
and position the far right as the victims of the very political violence McInnes
enjoys.
In addition to McInnes’ own backpedaling, the governing body of the Proud
Boys drafted a series of bylaws in which they sought to clarify their stance on acts
of violence (Kenes, 2021). The release, which was made public in late 2018, states
that “any requirement that a brother commit a violent or illegal act as a condition
precedent to receiving a fourth degree is, by this bylaw, abolished” (ADL, 2021,
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para. 13). It is worth noting that this bylaw was created at the same time that
police were investigating members of the Proud Boys for their participation in a
violent incident at a Republican club (ADL, 2021). While the amendment has
removed acts of violence as a necessity for advancement, the effect of the
original fourth degree as well as McInnes’ own bellicose words still ring through
the organization.
The Proud Boys “...are motivated by their shared identification in a symbolic
struggle against an imagined ‘other’” (Kenes, 2021, p. 20). While this “other” can
be suitably ascribed to Antifa and other left-wing activists, the conflict in the
minds of Proud Boys members transcends even the violence committed in city
streets. In 2018, the official Proud Boys Magazine posited that “we have one last
chance to make the West great again,” showing that the Proud Boys feel a
“militant desperation” to unite the West under their far-right ideals (VitoloHaddad, 2019, p. 287).
Unabashed militancy was adopted by the Proud boys in mid-2017 when the
organization publicly created the Fraternal Order of Alt-Knights, the name
adapted from the larger Alt-Right movement. Created by Kyle Chapman, a
political activist famous for using an iron bar to beat opponents, the purported
purpose of the FOAK was to turn “watchdogs into a force to protect and serve
when the police are told to stand down” (Vitolo-Haddad, 2019, p. 287).
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The Proud Boys’ very own standing militia did not exist for long and the FOAK
“...were quickly folded back into the main organization,” allowing their more
militant members to influence the general population of the group (VitoloHaddad, 2019, p. 287). The effect of the FOAK’s reintegration into the larger
organization was “...such that any Proud Boy may perceive their actions as
extensions of state authority to maintain order when the police are restrained by
civil rights ordinances or First Amendment protections”(Vitolo-Haddad, 2019, p.
287). This measure ensures that, despite the FOAK’s technical nonexistence,
other members within the Proud Boys are still subject to ideological contagion at
the hands of former Alt-Knights, their most militant, violent members. Their
creation of the order in the first place was meant to elevate the Proud Boys, an
untrained civilian political activist group, to the level of traditional law
enforcement, if only in their own minds. Given their focus on violence-asactivism, this perception of authority is indeed a dangerous factor.
The mainline group themselves are known to participate in militaristic dress
and presentation. “...members are often seen carrying firearms and bats and
donning protective gear, and some have been convicted of crimes against antifascist protestors (Murphy, 2020, para. 8). In addition to armaments, a significant
number of Proud Boys wear the organizational uniform to demonstrations, which
include “...black and gold Fred Perry polo shirts branded with the Proud Boys

18

logo, khaki pants, and red Make America Great Again hats'' (Vitolo-Haddad, 2019,
p. 287). While the uniform is non-mandatory and Kenes himself calls this dress
“half-serious,” the messaging associated with a group of armed men noted for
acts of political violence, many of whom are dressed alike, marching while
carrying weapons and wearing body armor is rather clear (Kenes, 2021, p. 22).
Political scientist Joseph Lowndes stated that “there’s now a blurred line
between actual federal forces and armed vigilante groups,” a sentiment that
Proud Boys wholeheartedly contribute to (Kenes, 2021, p. 21).

II. Radicalization: A Process of Division
A primary motivating factor for political movements is that of identity.
However, identity is often divided into categories of group and individual
identity. Therefore, both levels are relevant to the discussion of radicalization and
political polarization. According to Jacquelien Van Stekelenberg, “protest
movements are built on politicized identities, and they are populated by people
with politicized identities” (Van Stekelenburg et al., 2014, p. 4). Politicized
identities are at once the central, broad commonality within a protest group as
well as a feature that each member of the movement individually possesses.
This progression of politicization most often begins with an understanding
and “awareness of shared grievances” (Van Stekelenburg, 2014, p. 4). This new
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perception of a grievance shared among a collective causes the individual to
relate more closely with the collective they have identified. What follows is the
creation, within the perception of the collective itself, of a sort of ultimate enemy
that is opposed to the group. This process of division and opposition is called
Polarization (Van Stekelenburg, 2014). According to Van Stekelenburg,
“Polarization defines other groups in the social and political arena as allies or
opponents” (Van Stekelenburg, 2014, p. 5). The lines being drawn, “a strict
distinction between ‘us’ and ‘them’ evolves” between adherents to the values of
the in-group and its critics and naysayers (Van Stekelenburg, 2014, p. 5). This
enemy is seen as responsible for the identified grievance shared within the
group. By extension, those identified by the collective as their enemy rally back
against the collective. Both the enemy and the allied group “assert that what ‘we’
stand for is threatened by ‘them’, tribute is paid to the in-group’s symbols and
values, and the out-group is derogated” (Van Stekelenburg, 2014, p. 5).
Therefore, “claims for compensation are made” against the enemy (Van
Stekelenburg, 2014, p. 5). Once the enemy is identified, the in-group and
opposing out-group begin to define themselves in relation to one another. In Van
Stekelenburg’s words, the “in-group and out-group mutually reinforce each
other, identifying themselves in opposition to each other and regarding the other
as the main target of their actions” (2014, p. 5). In a twist of events, the two
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polarized sides become stronger than in their previously less-well-defined, preoppositional states.
But what conditions are needed for such divisions within thought? Van
Stekelenburg claims that “strong bonds existing in social networks contribute to
the formation and politicization of collective identities” (2014, p. 5). Forums for
discussion of individual societal experiences become the centers and initial
rallying points for these group identities to form. This progression is continued
when “within these networks, individuals come to see themselves as part of a
group” (Van Stekelenburg, 2014, p. 5). The individual’s mental state changes
somewhat from a sense of singular disenfranchisement, to a shared sense of
lacking. The distinction of the in-group is complete “when some shared
characteristic becomes salient and is defined as important,” and is thus adopted
as a main characteristic of the group as a whole (Van Stekelenburg, 2014, p. 5).
A group identity becomes fully politicized “if in the course of this struggle the
group seeks to win the support of third parties such as more powerful authorities
(e.g. the national government) or the general public” (Van Stekelenburg, 2014, p.
4). The key to understanding this process is in the differentiation between an
identity conflict and a fully political issue. The collective in group must go beyond
the demands for compensatory action and actively gain allies and adherents from
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other sources. The issue goes from a fairly isolated affair between groups, to
involve everyone-- only then is the identity conflict political.
When the social scope is widened to encompass a nation, or several, the
situation changes somewhat from the perspective of one of the opposed parties.
The two broad categories of “opponents” and possible “allies” that previously
were used in the creation of the in group are then utilized in order to classify all
individuals that have not previously taken a side (Van Stekelenberg, 2014, p. 5).
The opponent category, of course, encompasses an out group who are in direct
opposition to the in group. However, neutral parties will be classified into one of
the two groups when the in group forces these parties into a decision. The
“comfort of neutrality” has evaporated, in this case, and the neutral parties need
to “become allies or must accept the consequences of being deemed an enemy”
(Van Stekelenburg, 2014, p. 5). Therefore, the progression of politicization starts
from an aggrieved individual and mutates into a collective force. That force
influences even those individuals and collectives that have no stake in the
conflict, as well as emboldening and forming an opposing force to rival its own.
Features of Fascism
Fascism, as defined by Samantha Kutner in her work, “The Allure of Hyper
Masculinity and Cryptofascism for Men Who Join the Proud Boys,” is a
multifaceted ideology. Kutner states that fascism is an ideology that is excessively
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focused on the deterioration of a collective group, shame, or status as a victim
(Kutner, 2020). In order to overrule these societal grievances, fascists will unite to
create insular groups that share a sense of social cleanliness (Kutner, 2020). Once
gathered, the fascist organization leads a collective of like-minded, violent
nationalists with an espoused but, in reality, dubious alliance with traditionalism.
This collective then attempts to limit personal freedoms and enact purifying
violence against perceived wrongdoers with the goal of “internal cleansing and
external expansion” (Kutner, 2020, p. 10).
Laurence W. Britt conducted research on seven different fascist regimes
throughout modern history and isolated 14 distinct characteristics of the ideology
(Kutner, 2020). For the purpose of discussing Proudboys and their connection to
fascism, Samatha Kutner has applied these characteristics to the organization.
The result was three larger categories that encompass the Proud Boys as an
organization: self-awareness; precarity and fundamentalism; and deliberate
provocation (Kutner, 2020).
Self-Awareness
Self-awareness, in the context of this discussion, refers to the identification of
the self as a different entity from others (Kutner, 2020). Though this term is not
exacting enough on its own to adequately describe the Proud Boys, the relevant
interaction involves both the in-group ideology as well as outsiders (Kutner,
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2018). Specifically, what is important to keep in mind is the fact that, in the case
of extremist political groups, the development of an in-group is correlated
positively with negative perceptions of those belonging to the outsiders, or the
out-group (Kutner, 2018; Berger, 2018). Identification of who belongs to the ingroup and who to the out-group is the first step in the process of division.
Members of the Proud Boys came together in 2017 to provide a show of force
against the Muslim citizens of Islamberg, New York. The town had been the
intended target of a bombing in 2015 by Robert Doggert, a figure formerly in the
running for a congressional seat, though this bombing was prevented by the FBI
before it could be carried out. Members of the Proud Boys, motivated by
conspiratorial misinformation that painted the town as an “Islamic training
ground,” mobilized against the community with the intention of intimidating its
Muslim population (Kutner, 2020, p. 5). While founder, Gavin McInnes, dissuaded
members of the Proud Boys away from moving into Islamberg, but did not cease
spreading the conspiratorial content to his fans and followers (Kutner, 2020). In
stark contrast to the organization’s espoused belief in libertarian values, the
Proud Boys’ referred to their actions as a “ride for homeland security” (Kutner,
2020, p. 12). The Proud Boys who traveled to Islamberg “positioned themselves
as concerned citizens and patriots—and all residents of Islamberg as potential
terrorists” (Kutner, 2020, p. 12). The underlying motivation behind the Islamberg
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incident is that of self-awareness. By mobilizing themselves and moving through
an opposed territory, the Proud Boys strengthen their internal solidarity while
setting others in opposition to them.
Negative Precarity
Samantha Kutner (2020, p. 6) defines precarity as an “immutable feeling of
instability, uncertainty, or the sense that one is at risk of losing something.” In
other words, precarity leads to fear (Kutner, 2020, p. 6). This definition is not
limited to discussions of far-right groups, but supplies an underlying motivation
for extremist organizations to otherize their ideological opponents-- this is called
negative precarity (Kutner, 2020). This process of stirring up the masses around a
perception of shared vulnerability in opposition to another collective, is
fundamental to the existence of the Proud Boys. Kutner states that “the need to
fight to prevent the perceived extinction of western culture was a central pull
factor in Proud Boys’ recruitment” (Kutner, 2020, p.6). It is easy to see why and
how this concept became such a powerful force within the organization. Founder
Gavin McInnes is quoted as saying that “I love being White and I think it’s
something to be very proud of” (Kutner, 2020, p. 7). McInnes elaborates on this
point, stating “I don’t want our culture diluted. We need to close the borders
now and let everyone assimilate to a Western, White, English-Speaking way of
life” (Kutner, 2020, p. 7). McInnes himself, from this excerpt, lays out in plain
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language a description of negative precarity and how it relates to his values. This
cultural insecurity claimed by the Proud Boys is a driving force of the movement.
The result that they strive for is cultural purification and assimilation.
The effect of Proud Boys’ central pull is commented on by Kutner in her study
regarding Proud Boys recruitment on a college campus; the “perceived social
exclusion stemming from changing demographics and a shirking of traditional
values has left many conservative-leaning students on campus vulnerable to
recruitment from more extreme groups” (Kutner, 2020, p. 6). This means that
Proud Boys target individuals who already have an identitarian bone to pick in
order to radicalize and subsequently recruit those individuals under their banner.
As another part of her findings, Kutner identified images that were commonly
shared among the Proud Boys in group. This material serves to “construct a new
perception of reality based on precarity as a White, working-class American male
at risk of losing his place in society amidst changing demographics and issues
surrounding immigration” (Kutner, 2020, p. 6). In other words, the organization
generates visual propaganda with the intent of constructing this narrative of
negative precarity, which in turn keeps existing members around as well as
generating new ones.
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Provocation at the Astoria
The Proud Boys are widely known for purposely causing scenes and provoking
those that do not fall under their banner. Oftentimes, this tactic is used both to
defame ideological enemies as well as paint Proud Boys themselves as the
innocent, victimized party in the situation. To exemplify this cycle of events, in
2017, an incident at The Astoria Hotel’s bar in Vancouver involving Proud Boys
targeting a feminist function prompted a bar employee to comment that
“...provocation is a part of [Proud Boy’s] charter” (Kutner, 2020, p. 11). Two
Proud Boys entered the event in organizational regalia after they had been
banned from the venue for provoking its customers. One of the Proud Boys was
attacked, and an online spin suggested that the Proud Boys were victims (Kutner,
2020). Included in the responses were claims that “[Proud Boys] critics were the
real aggressors'' in the situation, and “anyone who called attention to Proud Boys
defying the bar’s right to refuse service was quickly condemned for celebrating
violence against the Proud Boys'' (Kutner, 2020, p. 12).
With the incident of provocation accomplished and the accompanying
negative reaction from the public and other political opponents gained, the
Proud Boys often come back together to glory over the sensibilities that they
have upset and the chaos they have churned up. This phenomenon is common
online, seeing “Proud Boys insert themselves into conversations, deliberately

27

provoke others, and then leave, celebrating another liberal they’ve ‘owned’ or
‘triggered’ in their group channels” (Kutner, 2020, p. 11). As a result, regardless of
the environment or context, Proud Boys are seen to habitually engage in
provocative behaviors with the goal of eliciting negative reactions from those
they have mobilized against in order to aggrandize their in group while
antagonizing the out group.

III. Their Targets
Anti-Semitism
In his video piece, “Ten Things I Hate About Jews,” which was later changed to
“Ten Things I Hate About Israel,” before being removed entirely, Gavin McInnes
reveals that he considers the larger Jewish community to be ingrates who
supposedly do not appreciate America’s defeat of Nazi Germany during World
War Two (Kitts, 2020). In the video, McInnes did his best to downplay the horrors
of the Holocaust in a rant that is, ostensibly, intended to focus on the issues
surrounding modern-day Israel (Kitts, 2020). The founder claims that Israel
frequently mentions the crimes perpetrated against the Jewish people– “[a]nd
this whole nation-state is talking about ‘Seventy-five years ago, my people were
killed.’ Always the Jews, always killing us, we are the scapegoats” (Kitts, 2020, p.
11). In other words, McInnis posits that the larger Jewish community should not

28

be so focused on the attempted eradication of Jewish culture during the
Holocaust, and that they should, presumably, just get over it. He attempts to
invalidate the idea that the Holocaust and other historical attacks on the Jewish
people are still relevant and serious topics.
Further, he insinuates that levying blame against the West for its atrocities is
somehow a petty act that distracts from the real, unnamed, guilty party. After all,
according to McInnes, “we” (the West) are Israel’s scapegoat, implying the Jewish
community has no other party to blame. The implication, then, is that the larger
Jewish community itself is soley to blame for the holocaust. The Proud Boys
founder also places blame on affluent Jews for their supposed influence on the
Treaty of Versailles after World War I. The treaty economically punihed Germany
and helped to pave the way for the rise of Hitler and the Nazi Party (Kitts, 2020;
Wilde, 2020). This sentiment reinforces McInnes’ overall thesis that the Jews
brought the Holocaust upon themselves; which, it is worth stating, is the height
of antisemitism in its arrogance and denial of human responsibility for this
historical atrocity.
McInnes, in attempts to distract from the blatantly antisemetic messaging
that underlies his words, shifts the discussion from the Holocaust to Soviet
Russia. He believes “it was 10 million Ukrainians who were killed” at the hands of
“Stalinist, left-wing, commie, socialist Jews” (Kitts, 2020, p. 11). Conflated with his
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attempts to invalidate the seriousness of the Holocaust, McInnes characterizes
Jews as being more in line with the hated communists who occupy so much of
the Proud Boys’ focused ire. The founder paints Jews as being the propagators of
a much larger atrocity, while at the same time accusing Jews of using the West as
a convenient patsy for the genocides committed against them. The bizarre result
of this is a purposeful inversion of historical fact, placing the role of lying
genociders onto that of the Jewish community, while the West emerges from the
rant squeaky-clean. In his video, McInnes is utilizing the two-pronged tactic of
downplaying the cultural traumas of the Holocaust while moving on to indite the
entire culture based around what Kitts observes as being “conspiracy theory”
(Kitts, 2020). This shows that, via their own words, McInnes and the Proud Boys
are adherents to the historical trend of Holocaust denial and antisemiticism
(Kitts, 2020, p. 11).
Islamophobia
More openly, Gavin McInnes has espoused his general distaste for Islam and
Muslims. He is quoted as saying “I’m not a fan of Islam. I think it’s fair to call me
Islamophobic” (Kitts, 2020, p. 14). Unlike the Proud Boys’ usual conduct of
vehemently denying accusations of discrimination, McInnes is apparently
perfectly comfortable with the title of Islamophobe. The founder believes
Muslims to be “stupid” and that “the only thing they really respect is violence
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and being tough” (Kitts, 2020, p. 14). During a 2008 interview, McInnes describes
the “muslim world” as “filled with shoeless, toothless, inbred, hill-dwelling, rifletoting, sodomy-prone men” (Kenes, 2021, p. 25). In this specific excerpt, McInnes
alludes to the stereotype of a poverty-stricken, war-torn Middle East, and
stereotypes its inhabitants as poor, backward, barbarian savages with a
fascination with violence and sexual depravity; all while conveniently failing to
acknowledge the actions of certain Western powers operating in the Middle East,
and their effects on the “muslim world.”While these quotations are horrifically
racist, they accurately describe McInnes and Proud Boys general view of Muslims.
It is easy to see the dehumanizing effect of these words. In McInnes’ reckoning of
the Middle East, we see its citizenry reduced to crude, ignorant caricatures
deserving of no respect or consideration from the average viewer’s perspective.
In a study by Julia DeCook on the Proud Boys use of memes in spreading their
ideology, a series of hashtags were identified as most common among 4000
instagram meme posts. One such was #DeusVult (DeCook, 2018). The phrase is
said to be a war cry from the crusades, but its modern resurgence traces its roots
back to the popular Crusader Kings video game (DeCook, 2018). Despite this
seemingly innocuous origin, the implication of its use is anything but innocent.
The phrase is meant to allude to the necessity a holy war for the purpose of
combating Islam (DeCook, 2018). It is an inherently dividing phrase, and has thus
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been co-opted by the Proud Boys in order to establish further division between
cultures. McInnes himself has said “why don’t we start our own Crusades” when
discussing relations between the West and the Middle East (Kitts, 2020, p. 14).
Given this trend, it's fair to say that Proud Boys would be unopposed to more
violence being perpetrated in the Middle East. McInnes’ openly negative view of
Muslims encourages such bellicosity. In fact, the Proud Boys founder has stated
that the very notion of a Muslim citizen taking up the presidential office is akin to
insanity (Kenes, 2021). He elaborates on the issue, stating that the notion is
analogous to electing a German-American president in the middle of World War
II (Kenes, 2021). This assertion sets the Muslim world in direct opposition to that
of the Western, as though America was in open war with the entirety of the
Middle East. To McInnes and the proud boys, they might as well be.
Characterizing Islam as an enemy of America in the same vein as Nazi Germany is
just one more effort of Proud Boys to foment conflict and violence.
Sexism
Founder Gavin McInnes himself openly admits to being a misogynist. The
founder has stated that he is “fine with being perceived as a misogynist” and that
perhaps the reason for this bigotry is “because women are dumb” and “tend to
not thrive in certain areas– like writing” (Kitts, 2020, p. 7). He has even espoused
his belief that women, specifically Muslim women, are fine with rape. McInnes
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does not “even think these women (immigrants) see it as rape” (Kitts, 2020, p. 7).
Rather, according to McInnes, “They see it as just like having a teeth [sic] pulled”
(Kitts, 2020, p. 7). The Proud Boys are often compared to the modern
phenomenon of Incels– a portmanteau of the phrase involuntary-celibate. As the
name implies, incels are men who “claim to feel ignored, even berated by
women'' and thus, in their mind, cannot date or pursue sexual relationships
(Kitts, 2020, p. 7). Both Incels and Proud boys occupy space within the
“manosphere,” a collection of online spaces dedicated to men’s rights in
opposition to feminism, which they claim has damaged relations between men
and women (Kitts, 2020, p. 8).
Within the Proud Boys’ larger, cis male-only organization, there does exist a
contingent of female members. These members come in the form of the Proud
Boys’ Girls. Though they are a small and developing auxiliary to the larger
organization, there exist a handful of emerging female “online personalities” who
claim membership in the Proud Boys European branches (Kitts, 2020, p. 5).
Women cannot be Proud Boys, as the name implies, nor can female members be
known as Proud Women, or even as the Proud Girls. Instead, they are the girls of
Proud Boys, giving the title the dubious honor of signifying their female
members’ ownership and subjugation under men.

33

The commodification of women within the Proud Boys does not end at mere
branding, however. The Proud boys have a strong fixation on sex, namely the
prohibition of sexual acts that they view as degenerate. Members of the Proud
Boys are ordered not to masturbate more than once each month, and in these
cases are only permitted orgasm in these cases if the member is within three feet
of a woman and has received her consent (Kitts, 2020). The implication, then, is
that a Proud Boys member requires the presence and/or participation of a
woman in order to achieve sexual gratification, as a matter of group policy.
Therefore, not only are women unable to join the organization with the same
level of authority as men, their role as partners to members is largely centered on
allowing the men to orgasm with greater frequency. Within the Proud Boys,
women are the objects of sexual fascination and little else.

IV Connection to Fascism
The Proud Boys are often compared to the groups, ideologies, and individuals
that make up the Alternative-Right (Alt-Right). The label Alt-Right was coined by
its founder, Richard Spencer, in 2008 (SPLC, n.d.). The movement’s goal is to
normalize Nazism in the political mainstream, and was used by their founder to
publicize his White nationalist views (Kutner, 2020). Both the Alt-Right and the
Proud Boys came into the national spotlight after the 2017 Unite the Right rally
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held in Charlottesville, Virginia (Kutner, 2020). At the demonstration, 20 people
were seriously injured when a car sped into a group of counter protesters,
leading to one woman’s death (Wilson, 2020).
After the incident, Proud Boys founder Gavin McInnes ‘disavowed’ participant
members of the Proud Boys, and the next year saw Proud Boys listed by the FBI
as an extremist organization (Kutner, 2020; McMillan & Rosenberg, 2018).
Though this designation was temporary, it motivated McInnes to distance himself
from the Proud Boys and resign from his role in the organization (Kutner, 2020).
McInnes’ separation from the Proud Boys did not last long, however. In 2019,
McInnes filed a defamation lawsuit against Southern Poverty Law Center on
behalf of the Proud Boys after the former listed them as a hate group (Kutner,
2020). Given the events following the Charlottesville rally, it is clear that the
Proud Boys wish to shrug off any association with the Alt-Right movement. This
also shows how the Proud Boys, particularly their mercurial founder, operate in
the midst of controversy.
Insidiously, the Proud Boys intentionally manipulate language to suit their
own ends. The group has adopted a tactic known as cultural hijacking in order to
exert control over political narratives and twist the language of opposing political
groups to suit their own goals (Kutner, 2020). Terms associated with progressives
and the political left are taken and renamed to fit with the group’s political goals
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(Kutner, 2020). These names are an attempt to demoralize and ridicule political
opponents, as well as to control the narrative of discourse and downplay the
seriousness of the cause of social justice.
For example, civil rights activists are labeled “social justice warriors,” or SJW’s,
a name used to paint activists as irrational moral zealots; the term “snowflakes”
is used to present activists as emotionally fragile and/or obsessed with their own
uniqueness; and “the intolerant left” is a label that accuses left-wingers of the
same intolerance of which the political right is often accused (Kutner, 2020, p.
11). The Proud Boys’ intentions with this tactic are “not to appropriate civil rights
symbolism, but to weaken the communicative power of groups from which the
symbols originated” (Kutner, 2020, p. 11). Principally among these stolen terms
and phrases is the group’s similarly appropriated rallying cry, “uhuru.” The
phrase, which in Swahili means “African solidarity,” was taken by the Proud Boys
for the chants in a similar vein to “...the military use of Oohrah used in the US
Navy (Kutner, 2020, p. 11). The Proud Boys’ hijacking of a meaningful African
cultural phrase and its current misappropriated use to stir up fervor for the
organization is a perfect example of how the Proud Boys steal from others and
manipulate language in order to suit their political ends.
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Cryptofascism
Kutner identifies cryptofascism as being one of the Proud Boy’s more popular
rhetorical strategies. Kutner describes cryptofascism as “...a communication style
that uses coded sanitized language and symbols that help Proud Boys obfuscate
their fascist worldview, evade detection by people unfamiliar with the terms, and
minimize the severity of their actions on and offline” (Kutner, 2020, p. 14). In
other words, cryptofascism is a way to espouse fascistic beliefs without being
openly known as a fascist. This communication style helps the Proud Boys avoid
censorship and negative public reaction to overtly White nationalist rhetoric,
while still communicating similar ideas through terms traditionally unassociated
with White nationalism, like the previously mentioned use of the Swahili “Uhuru”
(Kutner, 2020). Utilizing the research of Natalie Wynn (2017), Kutner narrows the
elements associated with cryptofascism down to three categories: outright
denial; symbols and language; and shifting the blame (Kutner, 2020).
The Proud Boys’ acumen of shifting blame is evidenced by the group’s public
handling of the Buckley Wolfe murder. Wolfe, a member of Proud Boys,
murdered his brother in a stabbing. When questioned by the police, Wolfe
expressed conspiratorial beliefs related to the case (Kutner, 2020). In response to
this incident, the organization stated that Wolfe was never a member of the
Proud Boys (Kutner, 2020). This claim was maintained in the face of evidence of
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Wolfe’s involvement in events run by the Proud Boys Seattle branch as well as
evidence of Proud Boys providing Wolfe with conspiratorial material via Twitter
(Kutner, 2020).
The group’s use of symbols and language to further specific ends are best
exemplified by the public relations tactics used by Gavin McInnes and Proud
Boys. McInnes famously distanced himself from the Proud Boys in order to
escape deportation from the United States. Before doing so, the founder
“...minimized the violence he sanctioned and encouraged” as it relates to his
influence on the group (Kutner, 2020, p. 15). Backpedaling from negative press is
only one way in which Proud Boys use cryptofascist rhetoric. More often, it is
used to disguise the true nature of the organization.
The term “Western” which is found in the Proud Boys’ slogan: “I am a Proud
Western Chauvinist who refuses to apologize for creating the modern world” is a
veiled means of expressing White Nationalist views (Kutner, 2020). Recording
oneself repeating the group’s creed is the first requirement for Proud Boys
membership. Moreover, according to Kutner, the terms “Western” as well as
“chauvinist” are cryptofascist monikers used to disguise the group’s ties to White
nationalism and misogyny (Kutner, 2020). Kutner continues her analysis of the
group’s mantra by comparing it to the White supremacist phrase known as the
fourteen words-- “We must secure the existence of our people and a future for
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our White children” (2020, p. 15). Both phrases emphasize the importance of
defending the “Western” or “White” culture and are thus linked in terms of
theme (Kutner 2020). Additionally, McInnes was filmed speaking the 14 words by
his guest, Emily Youcis, who is a known proponent of White nationalism.
Importantly, McInnes gave the entire quote but substituted “White” for
“Western” in his version (Kutner 2020). The phrase “Western” when used in the
context of Proud Boys circles takes on the same meaning as “White.” Gavin
McInnes himself, writing in his memoir The Death of Cool, tells the reader that
“being White in Taiwan is like being famous…” and that the Taiwanese “...get
mad if you say White because that is politically incorrect. The term is Western”
(Kutner, 2020, p. 15). The conflation of the phrases “Western” and “White” make
the Proud Boys ever more clearly resemble openly extreme far-right groups and
ideologies.
An example of blame shifting comes in the form of McInnes’ 2019 lawsuit
against Southern Poverty Law Center. In his announcement statement, the
founder claimed that SPLC was guilty of terrorizing individuals as well as impeding
McInnes’ personal life by their characterization of the Proud Boys as a hate group
(Kutner, 2020). McInnes also accused SPLC of being a “money making machine”
only interested in turning a profit (Kutner, 2020, p. 16). The effect of this
frivolous lawsuit positioned SPLC as the subject of public scrutiny and diverted
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attention from the Proud Boys. McInnes also garnered financial support from
adherents to his ideology and those who, thanks to McInnes, viewed the lawsuit
as a defense of free speech. Both tactics are characterized by Kutner as
cryptofascist in nature (2020). McInnes’ efforts bore fruit, too, seeing as the
donations to the lawsuit exceeded the financial goal by over $10,000 (Kutner,
2020). By way of unnecessary litigation, McInnes and Proud Boys were able to
further their political narrative even in the face of confrontation and
denunciation, once more escaping responsibility for their collective actions.
In her study, Samantha Kutner cites a clinical therapist with experience
communicating with Proud Boys over social media. The therapist noted distinct
similarities between the way Proud Boys communicate and the way that “clients
accused of wrongdoing” tend to reply (Kutner, 2020, p. 14). Specifically, Kutner
and the therapist hold that this similarity falls under the “empirically validated
response pattern” known as DARVO– an acronym for Deny, Attack, Reverse
Victim and Offender (Kutner, 2020, p. 14). Researchers were then prompted to
analyze DARVO “as a set of tactics perpetrators use to discourage victims from
speaking out” (Kutner, 2020, p. 14). The results were as follows:
Some perpetrators denied the attack outright; others went on the
offensive insulting the victim’s credibility, their character, their morals or
their appearance; and others inverted the accusation, claiming that the
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victim was at fault. These tactics often confuse victims and decrease their
willingness to pursue criminal cases. (Kutner, 2020)
This similarity between Proud Boys and those who were court-ordered to attend
therapy sessions because of some offense vivifies the reactionary nature of the
Proud Boys. When met with resistance, the Proud Boys resort to aggressive and
underhanded methods that serve only to take the negative spotlight from
themselves while slandering whomever happens to come in their way.
Storming the capitol
The Proud Boys’ habit of violence was shown to broaden from acts committed
against civilians to that of the state itself. On January 6th, a mob of right-wing
protestors laid siege to the Capitol in Washington D.C. in order to prevent
incumbent Joe Biden from taking office (Broadwater & Feuer, 2021). The
aftermath of this attack left the Capitol “in shambles, with the District left to deal
with the aftermath of the violent disruption to what should have been the
peaceful transition of presidential power," (Lucas, 2021, para. 11). In the wake of
this attempted insurrection, a panel was organized to investigate the groups
involved with the siege, leading the body to say that “...members of Proud Boys
International called for violence before Jan. 6, and the Justice Department
indicted at least 34 people affiliated with the group” (Broadwater & Feuer, 2021,
para. 4).
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Among the individuals and organizations subpoenaed for their suspected part
in the violence at the Capitol was Henry “Enrique” Tarrio, the current head and
chairman of the Proud Boys as well as the Proud Boys International, L.L.C itself.
The goal of the committee was to gather “...information from individuals and
organizations reportedly involved with planning the attack, with the violent mob
that stormed the Capitol on Jan. 6 or with efforts to overturn the results of the
election” (Broadwater & Feuer, 2021, p. 3). Bennie Thompson, Mississippi
Democrat at the head of the committee, was quoted as saying that the
committee “believe[s] the individuals and organizations we subpoenaed today
have relevant information about how violence erupted at the Capitol and the
preparation leading up to this violent attack” (Broadwater & Feuer, 2021, p. 3).
The committee stated that they “...specifically allege that these vigilantes,
insurrectionists and masters of a lawless mob conspired against the District of
Columbia, its law enforcement officers and residents by planning, promoting and
participating in the violent attack on the United States Capitol," (Lucas, 2021,
para. 3).
In addition, four leaders within the Proud Boys have been indicted on charges
of conspiracy. The indictment states that Proud Boys chapter leaders Charles
Donohoe and Zachary Rehl along with Joseph Biggs and Ethan Nordean worked in
concert to direct and equip Proud Boys members for a “...paramilitary-style,
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violent assault on the Capitol” (Polantz, 2021, para. 10). Specifically, their charges
allege that the four had worked to “...prepare paramilitary and high-tech
communications equipment, raise funds and encourage their right-wing group
members to come to Washington” in the days leading up to the Capitol riot
(Polantz, 2021, para. 3). Prosecutors attached to trial proceedings also claim that
the four defendants used encrypted messaging channels to communicate
between themselves previous to the riot and its preceding pro-Trump rally.
Allegedly, the four Proud Boys leaders expressed pride for taking part in the
Capitol insurrection over both encrypted messaging channels as well as social
media. These messages, according to prosecutors, included vague claims that the
group “...need to start planning… for a Biden presidency” (Polantz, 2021, para.
5). While no defendants have been formally convicted as yet, the allegations
brought against members of the Proud Boys are troubling to say the least, as they
point to a concerted effort within some elements of the group to destabilize the
American government.
The four leaders, who have all pleaded not-guilty, had their first amendment
pleas rejected by Federal Judge Timothy Kelly, a decision made in agreement with
the Justice Department (Polantz, 2021). According to Judge Kelly, who was
appointed by former President Donald Trump, the “defendants are not, as they
argue, charged with anything like burning flags, wearing black armbands, or
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participating in mere sit-ins or protests,” (Polantz, 2021, para. 5) . The Judge
added that “...even if the charged conduct had some expressive aspect, it lost
whatever First Amendment protection it may have had” (Polantz, 2021, para. 5).
With this development and because of the severity of their alleged actions, the
case against the members will not be thrown out by reason of the first
amendment. The trial, which includes a charge of felony obstruction, will instead
continue unabated (Polantz, 2021).
Memes and symbols
The Proud Boys effectively recruit through the use of memes, which are
“...publicly and colloquially understood to be humorous images, videos, text, etc.
that are copied and spread throughout the virtual sphere from person to person
or community to community” (DeCook 2018, p. 485). Most often, online memes
are an exercise in casual humor based upon shared outside knowledge and
“...contain elements that exhibit triviality, humor, irony, sarcasm, and other
forms of satire” (DeCook, 2018, p. 489). However, they do serve a collective
purpose of communication and identification (DeCook, 2018). Specifically,
“...memes have become a means of spreading propaganda…” in online spaces
and are in some cases “...bite sized nuggets of political ideology and culture that
are easily digestible…” and shareable (DeCook, 2018, p. 485). In fact, Pierre
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Bordieu details exactly how memes are used politically in his book Language and
Symbolic Power, an assertion supported by DeCook:
Specifically, political action is possible because agents, who are part of the
social world, have a (more or less adequate) knowledge of this world and
because one can act in the social world by acting on their knowledge of
the world. This action aims to produce and impose representations
(mental, verbal, visual or theatrical) of the social world which may be
capable of acting on this world by acting on agents’ representation of it.
(1991, p 127)
In other words, memes and similar pieces of online media have the power, as
representations of reality, to alter other individuals’ perceptions of reality.
Therefore, despite their largely non-scholarly nature, internet memes are still
able to affect reality through their use as accessible propaganda.
Relevant to the Proud Boys, memes are also “...a vehicle for many
disenfranchized groups who hold unpopular opinions on topics such as race,
gender, and other political topics to find and share their voice” (DeCook, 2018, p.
489). So not only do memes have the ability to spread more mainstream political
ideas, they are also particularly well-suited as a medium for fringe and hatefocused groups. In fact, certain extremist views are quite “...prominent in web
forums like 4chan, reddit, and many others that provided anonymity for its users
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and allowed for content creation and proliferation across platforms in multiple
modalities'' (DeCook, 2018, p. 487). Being more common on less mainstream,
forum-based platforms, one might think that the reach of this extremist
propaganda is limited. However, in the case of the Proud Boys’ online presence,
Instagram has provided a new platform to break into the greater online
community. It is likely that the Proud Boys’ emergence on Instagram was “...an
intentional [move] to gain a wider audience who may not participate in web
forums like 4chan, 8chan, and Reddit due to Instagram’s popularity and reach
among youth” (DeCook, 2018, p. 501). Moreover, Instagram is especially wellsuited for the spread of visual meme propaganda due to the site's focus on
images and the already large presence of meme-centric accounts on the platform
(DeCook, 2018).
This juxtaposition between a commonly non-serious media form and its
connection to potentially harmful messaging creates something of a smoke
screen for online propaganda in that memes are not often taken seriously. In the
case of the Proud Boys it is shown that “under the guise of ‘lulz’ (a variation of
the popular Internet acronym LOL), the flames of antagonistic extremist views
are being fanned” (DeCook, 2018, p. 489). While memes are most often ironic or
flippant in their messaging, “...behind the absurdist façade lies a powerful form of
propaganda – an indoctrination that is subconscious, invisible, and violate[s] our
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very understanding of logic and rational thought” (DeCook, 2018, p. 501). In
other words, the Proud Boys are able to spread their messaging easily in such a
way that the traditional forms of discourse are hard-pressed to combat. The
Proud Boys’ online messaging does not “...follow the classic ideals of rational
discourse in the public sphere… and attempts to disrupt it through their use of
irony and esoteric use of symbols in their memes, hashtags, and other aesthetics''
(DeCook, 2018, p. 501). Therefore, the obscurity that often comes with memes
and online niches is used as something of a misinformative shield for potentially
harmful propaganda.
Symbols in Specific
The Proud Boys’ meme’d slogan “‘West is the Best’ is often used in their
memes, their posts, and symbols of American masculinity… are used in
recruitment memes…” (DeCook, 2018, p. 492). Other posts from the Proud Boys’
online spaces come in the form of photos of “...Proud Boys logos, members’
tattoos, and other gatherings” (DeCook, 2018, p. 495). While these posts are
meant primarily to grow the ranks of the organization, the symbols that the
Proud Boys post online are representative of the group’s ideals and
communication strategies (DeCook, 2018; Bourdieu, 1991). The tattoos, in
particular, carry a powerful symbolic message. They represent “...a progression in
rank into the organization (thus perhaps being the most tangible symbol of
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indoctrination into the group)” while also having the function of creating “...an
aesthetic quality along with the uniforms, the hashtags used to gain visibility
online, as well as their other symbols” (DeCook, 2018, p. 495). A tattoo of the
Proud Boys logo is also a requirement for third-degree membership in the
organization. Apart from spreading the message of the group, online posts give
an all-important look into the organization. Pepe the Frog, a cartoon character
dressing in Proud Boys regalia and flashing the White supremacist ‘ok’ sign, is an
appropriated mascot of the Alt-Right and the Proud Boys, and contributes to the
group’s flippant or nonserious image (DeCook, 2018).
Figure 1
Untitled

Note: This version of Pepe the Frog is wearing the Proud Boys uniform
From “Untitled,” by Anonymous, 2018, Learning, Media, and Technology, 43(4),
p. 491, DOI: 10.1080/17439884.2018.1544149
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Though meant to be comical or unserious in certain contexts, the tattoos, the use
of Pepe and of emojis like the glass of milk, the uniforms and other goods, are
among many of the dimensions of how the Proud Boys and other extremist
movements grant an aesthetic quality to their ideology. (DeCook, 2018)
Irony and a lack of seriousness, especially when juxtaposed against their actual,
self-serious political views and demonstration, is a means to shield their core,
unsavory nature.
Proud Boys recruitment material targets disenfranchised young men who feel
that they have a shrinking place within society. Members of the organization are
all too eager to market to this viewer base in that “...they equate themselves to
previous ‘men’s’ organizations like the Elk’s Lodge, which were established in a
similar response to growing progressive trends in society like voting rights being
granted to women'' (DeCook, 2018, p. 492). In their appeals to masculinity and
traditionalism as a means of recruitment, the Proud Boys utilize classic masculine
symbols like the character of Uncle Sam. Their goal is to appeal aesthetically to
traditionalism as the basis and motivator for public demonstration (DeCook,
2018). In essence, traditionalism is the coat of paint that the Proud Boys use to
brighten the look of their ideology for the benefit of potential recruits.In general,
the Proud Boys often make appeals to the past in order to drive up fervor for
their vision of the future. The phrase “take back our future,” which is commonly
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found spoken in online Proud Boys spaces, is a way that the group presents their
ideals as both characteristic of a romanticized view of history and an
ideologically-driven hope for the future (DeCook, 2018, p. 496). With this phrase,
the group looks towards their own idealized future, which is actually a return to a
cultural past where White men dominated social hierarchy. By desiring a future in
which “...the world is ‘corrected’ according to the ‘way things were’” the Proud
Boys employ fascistic propaganda strategies of the past, packaged in a modern,
internet-savvy, and irreverent form (DeCook, 2018). In short, this demonstrates
that the group views the past as something the world must return to, and thus
conflates the past with the future, both informed by the political goals of the
organization. The group’s obsession with the past is just one way in which fascist
messaging is packaged within a palettable, easy-to-view format. Indeed, the large
influx of independently-created online photos, content, and other memes
“...serve as the venue in which fascist aesthetics can flourish through… linguistic
signifiers” (DeCook, 2018, p. 493).
An Aesthetic for a Fascist Movement
According to DeCook, “...fascism has re-emerged as a powerful political
aesthetic and social movement in our modern world, and has rebranded itself as
the alt-right and its affiliated movements” (2018, p. 501). Perhaps most
emblematic of the Proud Boys’ fascist aesthetic comes in the form of the group’s
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conflicts with the antifascist movement, Antifa. The title of “Antifa” is a
shortened version of the phrase “anti-fascist,” and the group is described as “...a
decentralized movement that organizes against racism and the far right”
(Newton, 2021, para. 51).
Antifa may be seen as the political opposite of the Proud Boys, given their
championing of socialism and multicultural values. Because of these values, the
Alt-Right and the Proud Boys “... position [Antifa] as the true enemy of the
Christian, White ethnonationalist west” as well as considering the antiracist
group to be “terrorists” and “not true patriots” (DeCook, 2018, p. 496). This
identification of a group of political enemies serves to galvanize the Proud Boys
against Antifa; or “...the solidification of an ‘out-group’” in the form of the antifascist movement ”...strengthens the ‘in-group’ identity” of the Proud Boys
(DeCook, 2018, p. 496). This clash of polarized ideologies is shown in how Proud
Boys members represent themselves online. At a height of a conflict between the
two groups in 2017, Proud Boys members posted “...calls to ‘murder AntiFa’ and
memes jokingly posting ‘AntiFa hunting permits,’” just one of the many examples
of the Proud Boys promoting violence against their political rivals online (DeCook,
2018, p. 496).
Given their push to create a unique far–right image, along with their
continuing crusade against Antifa, it is fair to say that the Proud Boys hope to
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achieve the effect of a fascist look. In terms of aesthetics, fascists seek to create
“...a vision of all-powerful authority” in order to achieve “ … a given moral,
psychological, economic, or social structure” (Wander 1983, p 70). Indeed, Julia
DeCook herself has stated that “...the alt right and the Proud Boys are a modernday incarnation of fascism,” which lends a sinister bent to their supposedly
harmless online posting, posturing, and memeing. The Proud Boys, due mostly to
their own public relations efforts, are a distinct group from the Alt-Right, even
going so far as labeling themselves as “alt-lite” (DeCook, 2018, p. 490). Despite
this, one may easily read the Proud Boys’ efforts to differentiate themselves from
the Alt-Right as “…an attempt to portray the group as ‘less objectionable’ form of
fascism and to hide their deeper purpose…” (DeCook, 2018, p. 501). Certainly,
the Proud Boys do not wish to be associated with the Alt-Right or larger fascist
ideology, but their actions and image do more to describe the nature of the
group than their own label of “alt-lite” (DeCook, 2018, p. 490).
The conduct of the Proud Boys on social media spaces, including their “...
linguistic moves, the calls for explicit violence, and the unique language and
symbol use” provide insight to “...the ways that language acts on social media
serve to lay claim to power – in the present and for in the future” (DeCook, 2018,
p. 498). The group’s focus on social media pages and on Instagram in particular
are the means by which the Proud Boys grow their membership. This includes the
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specific targeting of children to be “socialized” into the organization. Online
social media pages “...are places of civic engagement and political expression,
particularly among youth, and thus have the potential to socialize youth into
political ideologies and sensemaking processes of their worlds” (DeCook, 2018, p.
485). As populist fascism has risen to hold a spot within the larger political
discussion, the value of analyzing how far-right groups indoctrinate and recruit
members, especially youths, is of the utmost importance (DeCook, 2018).
Group Politics
Taking into account the reported boots-on-the-ground actions of the Proud
Boys, due to an aggregate of “...militaristic rhetoric, violence on behalf of
sovereign authority, radically traditional gender roles, glorification of
entrepreneurship, and closed-border policies…” the Proud Boys fit themselves
comfortably into the emerging category of “libertarian-fascists” (Kenes, 2021, p.
11). Their focus on and romanticization of a fictionalized past, as well as their
intentions to bring about such a far-right utopia, agrees with this fascistic
characterization (Tynes, 2021). The group claims to have a “...loyalty to JudeoChristian ethics, Western civilization, and the Greco-Roman tradition of the
Republic,” but the religious side of their organization is limited to their
prohibition on masturbation and obsession with the idea of holy war (Kitts, 2020,
p. 13). Kitts comments that, as far as “Christian ethics” are concerned, the Proud
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Boys flagship approval of Christianity “...remains a flag to wave over identity and
difference for the Proud Boys in the twenty-first century” (2020, p. 23) In terms
of defending the Republican ideals which are foundational to Western politics,
the “...Proud Boys’ values exemplify the slippage between right-libertarianism
and fascism,” which flies directly in the face of the group’s supposed opposition
to tyrannical states (Kenes, 2021, p. 11). This seemingly contradictory political
affiliation is “...inevitable in right-wing libertarianism” (Kenes, 2021, p. 11). In the
case of the Proud Boys, the group takes on a libertarian look and supposed set of
values in order to push for measures that are “...often authoritarian” in nature
(Kenes, 2021, p. 11). While the Proud Boys do not openly identify as fascists, their
rhetoric, aesthetics, and conduct make them a fascist’s perfect allies.

V. Conclusion: A Racist Pipeline
The Proud Boys, whether or not by Gavin McInnes’ design, are a group of
people susceptible to recruitment into other, potentially more extreme Alt-Right
and White nationalist groups. According to Southern Poverty Law Center’s
Hatewatch team, McInnes has created “...the most fertile ‘in-real-life’ recruiting
ground for White nationalists and anti-Semites within today’s organized far-right”
(Hatewatch, 2017, para. 7). One example features Instagram user
@ofashandcinder, or Michael. Within the space of three months, Michael was
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shown to begin his far-right career with membership within the Proud Boys
(Hatewatch, 2017). This Proud Boys membership led Michael to meet with David
Irving, a prominent holocaust denier; upload a photo of a copy of Adolph Hitler’s
Mein Kampf, specifying it as part of his “research”; and finally become a member
of Identity Evropa (IE), a White nationalist organization (Hatewatch, 2017).
Michael was seen to have posted photos with the leader of IE, Nathan Damigo
(Hatewatch, 2017). This series of events provides a strong indication of the kind
of influence the Proud Boys have on the members that seek to join them.
The list of White nationalist associates of the Proud Boys also includes Gabriel
Brown, who is involved with the National Anarchist Tribal Alliance of New York,
which was disbarred from the National-Anarchism Movement for the group’s
support of Donald Trump and, importantly, “...aligning itself with elements [of
the] far-right” (Hatewatch, 2017, para. 38). In addition to his organizational
connections, Brown is a spreader of conspiratorial content surrounding the 9/11
terror attacks (Hatewatch, 2017). Tellingly, Brown is also allied to the racist
skinhead groups the 211 Bootboys and Battalion 49 (Hatewatch, 2017). The two
groups apparently “...maintain ties to skinheads with extremist viewpoints on
race, et al, including neo-Nazism” (Hatewatch 2017, para. 38). Brown himself has
been photographed on numerous occasions sporting shirts that advertise the
band Arresting Officers, a racist skinhead musical group (Hatewatch, 2017). A
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connection between Brown and the Proud Boys can be found in the form of
photos posted online of Brown “...drinking with members of 211 and B49 and at
least one Proud Boy, recognizable in one photograph by his red MAGA baseball
cap and black Fred Perry polo with yellow piping and trademark laurel” after a
protest led by Alt-Right and far-right speakers (Hatewatch, 2017, para. 40).
Brien James, the Indiana state representative for the now-dissolved FOAK, as
well as the Proud Boys, founded the violent, racist skinhead group known as the
Vinlanders Social Club (Hatewatch, 2017). The club itself is “...notorious for its
extreme hate-related violence, murders and criminal involvement with weapons
and drugs” (Hatewatch, 2017, para. 43). James has sold shirts via his American
Viking Clothing business that espouse and advertise White pride (Hatewatch,
2017). In addition, James was “...allegedly involved in nearly beating a man to
death for not sieg-heiling at a party in 2000” (Hatewatch, 2017, para. 44). At the
very least, it is proven that some members of the Proud Boys have and maintain
connections with overtly White nationalist groups. While these associations alone
do not mark the Proud Boys as a White nationalist group, additional evidence can
be found from how certain Alt-Right and White nationalist groups view the Proud
Boys.
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Proud Boys Revealed
Mike Peinovich, also known as “Mike Enoch,” founded the far-right group,
The Right Stuff (TRS). Peinovich is also the co-host of the Daily Shoah, a notable
Alt-Right online podcast (SPLC, 2021, para. 5). During one recording of the Daily
Shoah, Peinovich discussed the Proud Boys and “...openly celebrated what
amounts to a ‘western chauvinist’ farm league from which they are happy to call
up new followers” (Hatewatch, 2017, para. 5). Peinovich, who confirmed his
connection to the New York Proud Boys chapter as well as the chapter’s leader,
stated:
Let’s be honest… Gavin can say whatever he wants in a video about how,
‘Oh, we don’t admit Nazis in the Proud Boys,’ or whatever. Dude, all the
guys… if they were just hanging out at the bar with me and the guys… and
they were pressed on the issue, I guarantee you that like 90% of them
would tell you something along the lines of, “Hitler was right. Gas the
Jews.” (Hatewatch, 2017, para. 15)
In agreement with this sentiment, fellow co-host Jesse Dunstan stated in the
broadcast that if McInnes disbarred all members with National Socialist
sympathies, the Proud Boys would be left with little more than “...a couple of
Jews” as members (Hatewatch 2017, para. 16). Peinovich goes on to explain that
the Proud Boys are composed of members who, in many cases, have personal
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hang ups– such as personal relationships with non-Whites– that prevent them
from identifying as overt White nationalists (Hatewatch, 2017). Peinovich is a
member without such scruples, and he describes his progression from the Proud
Boys to the Alt-Right and overt nationalism, with stops taken along the way at
The Daily Stormer, a hate site, and the Daily Shoah itself (Hatewatch 2017;
Hankes 2017). It seems that even avowed White nationalists and members of the
Alt-Right agree that the Proud Boys are a recruiting ground for more openly
bigoted groups.
In addition, Dunstan makes the observation that the phrase Western
Chauvinist is merely a public relations term meant to obfuscate the reality of
what the Proud Boys support (Hatewatch, 2017). According to Peinovich,
Western Chauvinist simply means White people (Hatewatch, 2017). Dunstan also
claimed the Proud Boys are “...essentially doing White nationalism… with a new
name…” (Hatewatch, 2017, para. 24). Of the Proud Boys inclusion of non-Whites,
Peinovich had stated that “you don’t need to be 100% White to not like Jews,”
and that he has had several racist conversations with Hispanic and Latino
members of the New York Proud Boys over beers (Hatewatch, 2017, para. 25). In
other words, neither the Proud Boys manipulation of language nor their
acceptance of non-White members is proof against the group’s White nationalist
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foundations. The Proud Boys’ most used defense appears to evaporate with the
insights of avowed White nationalists.
The Proud Boys, quite obviously and understandably, do not wish to be
lumped together with overtly racist and antisemetic groups. When looking at the
way the Proud Boys describe themselves and advertise to the outside world, one
can see this desperation to remain unassociated with more openly-bigoted
groups. However, the claim that the Proud Boys do not officially identify as White
nationalists means very little, and there is compelling evidence that suggests the
group should be characterized as a fascist, White nationalist organization. The
group’s history of violence alone makes them a dangerous organization that is in
need of curtailing; but more insidious is the Proud Boys’ rhetoric providing an
initial stepping stone on one’s journey into the Alt-Right and White nationalism.
Even if these effects are unintentional on the part of McInnes, Tarrio, and the
remaining Proud Boys, that would only make the Proud Boys useful allies of
White supremacy, rather than White supremacists themselves. The true danger
of the Proud Boys is their ability to escape from public backlash in response to
their provocative, racist, misogynistic, and violent conduct– all the while
continuing to spread mixed and contradictory sentiments that introduce men and
women to White nationalist thought. In order to maintain an effective, critical,
and anti-racist public discourse, groups like the Proud Boys must be held publicly
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accountable for how they contribute to the forces of White supremacy and social
disorder.
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